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April 2005 News 





□ Mayoress Defects to BNP 

At a press conference on 13 th March 
Keighley and Worth Valley BNP 
announced that a high-quality 
councillor, Rose Thomson, would be 
representing the Party on Keighley 
Town Council in addition to councillor 
Angela Clarke. Formerly an 
Independent Councillor, Rose 
Thomson was also the Mayoress for 
Keighley. However, in a fit of childish 
pique the Mayor, Tony Wright, has 
stripped her of her title as Mayoress, 
stating: “Councillor Thomson’s duties 
as Mayoress will cease forthwith as I, 
along with many parts of the Keighley 
community, would find her affiliation 
offensive.” 

At the well attended press 
conference (which led to a factual 
report and photograph in the Daily 
Telegraph among other newspapers) 
Rose Thomson stated that Britain 
was too over-crowded to cope with 
any more immigration and that the 
whole welfare state was in danger of 
collapsing. The final straw was 
seeing the funding for her estate get 
cut severely at a time when the more 
‘enriched’ (i.e. having the advantage 
of Muslim immigrants?) areas of 
Keighley were wondering how they 
were going to spend their £20 million 
allocation of council funds. 


B Take-away Horror Story Ignored 

Blackpool Magistrates Court last 
month heard chilling details of how a 
14-year-old girl, Charlene Downes, 
was alleged to have been murdered, 
and her body was cut up and 
disposed of via a takeaway, with late 
night customers being offered kebabs 
and burgers at Funny Boyz in 
Dickson Road containing the remains 
of the schoolgirl. 

One would have expected that the 
Sun and the Mirror would be leading 
the national media coverage of such 
a gruesome story, but not a word 
appeared in any national paper. 

Could it possibly be because the 
person in the dock charged with the 
murder was called lyad Albattakhi 


and the man charged with assisting 
in the disposal of her body was called 
Mohammed Raveshi? Police are also 
said to be working on the forensic 
theory that her bones were ground 
for use as tile grout. Perhaps more 
details will be revealed, and even 
reported nationally, when the case 
next comes to court. But don’t count 
on it. 


ESI Rape and Murder 

The trial for the horrendous rape, 
torture and murder and attempted 
murder of two white girls in Reading 
did, of course, receive widespread 
publicity, although BBC TV refused to 
show the photographs of the five 
young men of West Indian origin and 
a Kosovan illegal immigrant who 
were all found guilty. But the national 
media is becoming markedly reticent 
to report on the growing number of 
murders and rapes of young white 
women by ‘Asian’ men (and they are 
not Hindus or Sikhs). Here are just 
two instances from local papers. 

Kimberley Fuller, 19, had her 
throat cut in a Rotherham night club 
by an ‘Asian’ man. Apparently he had 
pinched her backside and she 
forcefully told him off for doing so. 

A Moroccan drifter who raped a 
woman in her own home two weeks 
after illegally entering Britain was 
jailed for life. Redoan Aitraho had 
already shot a shop cashier in the 
face, killing her instantly, during a 
robbery in Germany in 1994, spent 
time in prison in Spain for robbery, 
and committed offences in Morocco 
and Holland. 


0 An Ulster Loyalist? 

Serious questions about bail policies 
in Ulster’s courts were raised last 
month after it emerged that a number 
of those arrested during a dramatic 
police raid on a north Belfast bar are 
already charged with terrorist 
offences. The Belfast Telegraph, 
March 9 th , said: “Leading loyalist lhab 
Shoukri and 16 other men were 


arrested as police raided The 
Alexandra bar in Tiger’s Bay last 
night as part of an operation against 
the UDA.” 

Meanwhile the British 
Government is now going to reinstate 
the parliamentary allowances of four 
Sinn Fein MPs (the ‘house-trained’ 
wing of the IRA) of £260,000, 
although they refuse to take their 
seats, plus a new payment of 
£85,000 for parliamentary research. 

B EU Praise For UK Jobs Sell-out 

Vladimir Spidla, EU employment 
commissar, sorry, commissioner, led 
praise for Britain in Brussels last 
month “as a shining example” to 
other EU countries for letting in 
workers from the former Communist 
bloc. Apart from Britain, Ireland and 
Sweden, all other nations from the 
old 15-member EU have imposed 
quotas and permit schemes to shield 
their domestic workers from the flood 
of “Polish plumbers” and other cheap 
labour. Britain has let in at least 
370,000 low wage East Europeans, 
with the approval of the three main 
parties, and at a time when our true 
unemployment figure has risen to 
over two million. 

Mr Sidla, a former Czech prime 
minister, said: “Free movement of 
workers is economically rational and 
is enshrined in EU treaties.” 

The BNP says that it is just one of 
many reasons why we should 
withdraw from the EU. 
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local Elections: WhatjS 
Islam Got fo Do WilB 


0 One or two readers have asked us why the main slogan 
on BNP leaflets for next month’s local elections is “Are You 
Concerned About the Growth of Islam in Britain?” Although 
these readers have expressed deep concern over the 
Islamification of Britain that is now gathering momentum, 
they contend that it is only a secondary matter when we 
are discussing local affairs, even in Bradford, Birmingham 
or East London. This may appearto be the position, but we 
believe that it will very soon be the main problem affecting 
all aspects of British politics, British culture and our way of 
life. For that reason it has been decided to utilise the local 
election campaign to let the people know how important 
the issue is and that the BNP is the only party that is being 
honest about the severity of the threat it poses. 

The fact is that fundamentalist agitators make it 
perfectly clear that their purpose in the UK is not so much 
to look after the rights of ordinary law-abiding Muslims, 
who have the right to practice their religion in our 
community, but to make Islam the dominant religion in 
Britain and turn our country into an Islamic theocracy. It is 
noticeable that such a religious threat does not come from 
the Jews, Hindus, Sikhs or Buddhists in our midst. 

Harold Wilson observed back in the sixties that the 
public’s memory for most political issues is not much 
longer than a week. Allowing for a degree of cynicism this 
is basically true and our people need to be reminded 
regularly of the Muslim terrorist bombings in London last 
summer; of the banners displayed by young Muslim 
demonstrators calling for beheadings and repeat bombing 
campaigns against us; of the recruitment for violence by 
such clerics as Abu Hamza. Fortunately, all these points 
are being emphasised in the on-going Old Bailey trial of 
the ‘home grown’ Muslims linked to an al-Qa’eda gang 
who were planning a murderous campaign in Britain of an 
even greater severity than the London Tube bombings. 

Even if an unlikely outcome of the Old Bailey trial were 
to be an end to any further Muslim terrorist threat in Britain, 
it would not signify an end to the threat of Islamification of 
Britain. For one thing, we cannot ignore the fact that there 
are now over 700 madrassas in Britain where imams who 
are outside the law are brainwashing young Muslim boys. 
If the majority of Muslims, who are peaceful and just 
seeking a better life, did nothing but continue to have 
larger families than any other sector of the UK population, 
then they would be the majority, without any further 
immigration, in probably less than 60 years. As it is, I have 
recently noted the new phenomenon of Muslim women, 
attired in their usual tents, in shops in Suffolk villages and 
small towns - an observation that others are now making 
from the Scottish Highlands down to west Cornwall. 

Selling Off Our Municipal Assets 

BNP candidates in next month’s elections are, of course, 
also stressing BNP policy of putting British born people’s 



interests first, especially in housing, schooling and 
childcare. During doorstep canvassing and in interviews 
with the local press it is being made clear that we must stop 
selling off our municipal assets and local public services so 
that private companies and big business corporations can 
make profits (this also comes into the article by Nick Griffin 
over the page). This applies to refuse collection, school 
catering, libraries, among other local services. 

Another issue of growing importance that threatens 
local democracy, and which the BNP would tackle, is New 
Labour's latest gagging operation which prevents elected 
councillors debating and voting in the council chamber on 
certain local affairs. This has come about since Labour’s 
buffoon-in-chief, John Prescott, imposed his new Code of 
Conduct in 2001, enforced by a “monitoring officer” in each 
council. 

For example, a Norfolk Breckland councillor, Michael 
Fanthorpe, was told not to speak at a debate to decide on 
plans for 65 houses in Dereham - his home town. His crime 
was being quoted in the local daily paper as saying he 
would fight the plans “tooth and nail”; an act that in the 
eyes of the council indicated a closed mind and bias. 

Similarly Alan Quinn, who had been an Aylsham town 
councillor for 17 years, quit last year after monitoring 
officers at Broadland District Council advised him not to 
take part in debates on a planned supermarket because 
he had voiced his opposition in the press. 

In its review of the Code of Conduct, the regulations 
that govern councillors, the Standards Board for England 
judges the issue so serious it has called on the 
Government to re-empower councillors to “support the 
democratic right of the local community.” This has the 
backing of all BNP councillors. 


John Bean 
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ES As the Blair regime sinks beneath a 
tsunami of sleaze, the media - ready as 
always to over-simplify everything - 
have largely missed the point: The 
rotten heart of the matter is not cash for 
peerages, but cash for the ‘right’ to 
asset-strip Britain. 

Especially since New Labour took 
a wrecking ball to centuries of 
constitutional tradition, a seat in the 
House of Lords and an ermine collar 
have bestowed little real honour and 
even less direct political power. But the 
companies and super-rich individuals 
who have poured millions into Labour's 
party coffers and private pockets are 
not interested in honour or politics - the 
name of the game is access to 
potential profits. 

What has happened has gone 
unnoticed by journalists fixated on the 
mere trappings of power, and 
uncriticised by the Tories whose 
necessary union and privatisation 
reforms went too far and prepared the 
ground for New Labour's great 
betrayal. But the real scandal is the 
way in which the Blair regime has 
allowed its corporate donors a prime 
place at the trough it has filled with the 
enormous wealth of our municipal 
assets and public services. 

From playing fields to the job of 
setting up a Big Brother Identity Card 
scheme, from council housing stock to 
the running of prisons, from Public 
Private Finance initiatives that let giant 
companies cherry pick profitable 


patients and leave the hopeless cases 
and the mistakes for the NHS to the 
contracting out of much of the Ministry 
of Defence, the list is enormous. 

Have a look at who now owns and 
is making a fat profit on your water, 
electricity or gas supplies - the odds 
are you’ll find a French, German or 
Spanish multinational. Money which 
was once available to plough back into 
Britain’s public services is pouring into 
private profit and very often into foreign 
banks after minimal taxation here in 
the UK. 

SCAM 

And what has been done so far is only 
the beginning: the plans and pilot 
schemes are also in place for flogging 
off the Department of Work and 
Pensions, the Royal Mail, our schools 
and every last service run by your local 
council. This latter rip-off is already 
underway in East Yorkshire, where 
everything from council wage packets 
to emptying the bins is now being run 
as a for-profit scam operated by 
German-based media conglomerate 
Bertelsmann’s. 

Dozens of big, mainly Labour-run 
councils are in negotiations to follow 
suit, thus ending an ancient tradition of 
democratically-controlled local 
government services run in the interest 
of the residents who pay for them. 

Public assets built up first by 
Joseph Chamberlain’s municipal 


works Toryism, and then by 
generations of decent Old Labour 
mayors, are being quietly handed over 
to giant private corporations 

If anyone tries to tell you that all this 
is being done in the interests of 



Labour Party treasurer, deputy general 
secretary of the Transport and General » 
Workers Union, claimed he knew nothing 
of the loans. Accused Blair of lacking 
respect for the party. 


efficiency, ask them two simple 
questions: First, have they tried using 
Directory Enquiries since the old 
Operator Service and 192 was 
replaced by a jostling herd of over¬ 
advertised information-for-profit 
sharks? And, second, have any of New 
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Labour’s privatisation through the 
back door schemes been the subject 
of informed public debate or even clear 
explanation? 

For if the selling off of the family 
silver and the giving away of the family 
home had actually been in our 
interests, it would all have been done 
openly, as when Margaret Thatcher 
denationalised, for example, British 
Steel. But Blair & Co have done it all 
behind closed doors and shielded by 
secrecy, spin and outright lies. Have 
you ever heard (except from the BNP) 
about the East Yorkshire pilot scheme 
to turn all council services into private 
profit centres for foreign corporations? 
The secrecy surrounding such sweet¬ 
heart deals tells us all we need to know 
about what is really going on. 

SERVICE & VALUE? 

Similarly, if the aim was to improve 
services and value for taxpayers’ 
money by introducing competition and 
the profit motive, then ways could have 
been found to give council employees 
and such like bonuses for fast and 
efficient work, rather than replacing 
them with East European contract staff 


programme of back-door privatisation 
is a theft of our national Common¬ 
wealth. It is quite literally without 
parallel since the Enclosure Acts of the 
18 th Century (the peak of a movement 
that started in Tudor England and 
ended with the Clearances of the 
Scottish Highlands) stole the very land 
from our ancestors and turned our 
Commons into the ill-gotten private 
wealth of the few already rich enough 
to legalise their theft through 
Parliament. 

This incestuously close link 
between the giant companies 
benefiting from the new system, and 
the politicians passing the statutes that 
bring it into being also suggest another 
historical parallel - this corporate/ 
government tie-up is the key 
relationship at the heart of classic 
Fascism. 

Forget about black shirts, dosing 
opponents with castor oil and anti- 
Semitism. Political uniforms were 
standard even for many democratic 
parties in Europe in the 1920s. The 
violence of Fascism was over¬ 
whelmingly a reaction to Bolshevik 
brutality and, far from being brought to 
power by the brutality of fascist 


fascism is properly seen as a form of 
intensely idealistic - almost religious - 
commitment to an ideology of national 
rebirth, coupled with a Keynesian 
attitude to government spending and 
an extremely close relationship 
between the ruling political elite and 
certain favoured business interests. 

A FORM OF FASCISM 

The Blair regime clearly qualifies as a 
type of fascism on all three grounds: 

First, the creation of ‘Cool 
Britannia’ (a phrase now dropped as 
ridiculous, but which summed up the 
extent of Tony’s messianic vision) has 
involved smashing centuries of 
constitutional settlements, a gigantic 
programme of genetic, cultural and 
social engineering through mass 
immigration and the extension of 
bureaucracy, and is openly flaunted as 
the wholesale remaking of every 
aspect of British society. 

Second, Gordon Brown’s 
reputation for financial prudence will 
one day in the not too distant future be 
recognised by overtaxed and debt- 
burdened millions as a combination of 
pure hoax and unearned good fortune 



Labour Party chairman. Signed the 
papers nominating three of the lenders 
for peerages while he was in hospital 
recovering from a triple heart by-pass 
operation. 


Labour’s fundraising chief, claims to be 
‘like a brother’ to Blair. The former music 
business impresario raised nearly £14m 
in loans from wealthy individuals ahead 
of last year's election. 


Head of the Priory rehab clinic and one 
of four lenders nominated for a peerage. 
One of the few New Labour backers 
without an obvious corporate axe to 
grind. 


receiving minimum wages out of 
massive payments to agencies whose 
bosses can afford to go to private 
hospitals which are not riddled with 
MRSA. 

Wholly unjustified in economic or 
social terms, New Labour’s rolling 


squadrismo, Mussolini had to wage a 
relentless struggle against such 
extremism to get and keep control of 
Italy. And his march on Rome was 
financed, not as Tony Blair has been by 
Lord Levy, but by his Jewish mistress. 

With those cliches dealt with, 


in terms of temporary global economic 
conditions. The reality is massive 
borrowing to fund public expenditure - 
an approach as Keynesian as Oswald 
Mosley’s famous Birmingham 
Proposals, except that the money that 
Brown raises is not used to ‘pump 
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prime’ productive industry but to create 
useless employment for an army of 
nanny state parasites. 

The third requirement, the unusual 
intense relationship between business 
and politics, has been all too clearly 
exposed in recent weeks, but the 
shameless sleaze around the granting 
of peerages has, as already noted, 
somewhat obscured the real 
significance of the links. 

This is best understood by looking 
at a more recent hybrid of the fascist 
archetype - modern Japan. In 1945, a 
small cadre of high-ranking Japanese 
civil servants and state financial 
advisors took advantage of the 
devastation of war and the desire of 
the Americans to see an economically 
strong but militarily weak and politically 
compliant Japan arise from the ashes 
as an anti-Communistfinancial ally. 

They created a system in which the 
power of the people’s elected repres¬ 
entatives was heavily circumscribed 
by the far greater behind-the-scenes 
influence of the autonomous and self- 
perpetuating Ministry of Finance, and 
of the giant corporations. Japan’s 
phenomenal economic growth was 
channelled through those corp¬ 
orations, each of which was allowed to 
carve itself out a huge vertical slice of 
the economy in return for running 
things so that its own financial interest 
dovetailed with that of the Japanese 
nation. 


POPULAR DESIRE 

As in pre-war Italy, democracy and 
consumerism were largely sacrificed 
in order to build a strong economy and 
to satisfy a partly natural, partly 
propaganda-induced popular desire to 
be part of a powerful nation. 

In the case of both Italy and Japan, 
however, the industries that were 
favoured by the state were essentially 
productive ones. As a result they 
produced a surplus of real wealth, a 
significant proportion of which ‘trickled 
down’ to ordinary people. This not only 
legitimised and popularised the 
regimes, but also provided extra 
buying and savings power which in 
turn fuelled further economic growth. 

As a system it has much more to 
commend it than Communism, and 
has given capitalism a run for its 
money as well. But apart from its 
incompatibility with north west 
European individualism, it has a 



second, even bigger, fatal flaw: It is 
based and designed for perpetual 
economic growth. 

This concept might have appeared 
possible and desirable in the full flush 
of 20 th century industrialism, when 
most of the world was still locked in 
medieval feudalism. But now we are 
nearer to the endemic environmental 
collapse, refugee floods and resource 
wars which inevitably lie at the end of 
the endless growth myth road. 

The world could have sustained the 
endless growth of Italy, and indeed the 
rest of the white world, and of Japan as 
well, for a fair old time to come. But 
throw China and India into the balance, 
and the tipping point to an interrelated 
set of catastrophes rushes towards our 
civilisation like a high speed train. 

Thus to note the long-term 
unsustainability of classic industrial 
fascism is, however, something of an 
aside from our study of Blairism. For 
the New Labour version of this old 
creed is a hybrid in which productive 
industry plays very little part. And here 
- in the short-term at least - is the real 
problem with Benito Blair. 

Earlier brands of fascism at least 
had the virtue of linking the State with 
big businesses whose operations 
actually added value to raw materials 
and created real wealth. When such 
corporations worked to shape 
government policies for their own 
interests, there was accordingly an 
automatic benefit to the nation, and 
often to individual workers or 
communities. 

Profits made in company operation 


A tended to be reinvested in company 
operation B, which was invariably in 
the same country, not least because 
the government had the power and the 
will to insist on it. And since both 
operations were adding value to the 
economy as a whole, overall national 
wealth and the government's tax take 
increased. Thus, even if the company 
had to persuade the government to 
bend a certain rule or destroy some 
inefficient old fashioned way of doing 
things in order to get operation B up 
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and running, there was at least the 
consolation prize of extra productivity, 
jobs and debt-free government 
spending. 

The big problem with the 
corporations and self-made multi¬ 
millionaires buzzing around the Blair 
dung heap is that, overwhelmingly, 
their profits are made in essentially 
parasitic service industries. 

Of course government agencies 
need up-to-date IT systems, airbases 
and prisons need guarding, and local 
councils need their services provision 
managed, but none of these things 
creates real wealth. In fact, even 
worse, they all consume huge 
amounts of tax money. 

CORPORATE SHARKS 

Furthermore, because it is in the very 
nature of corporate capitalism to be 
constantly on the lookout for fresh 
business opportunities, the sharks 
with the ear of the Blair regime are 
ceaselessly eyeing Britain’s remaining 
public and municipal assets in order to 
snap up other pieces of our national 
fabric. 

And because nearly all those 
assets - although essential building 
blocks of a civilised society - are 
essentially not-for-profit and non¬ 
wealth producing, once they are taken 


over by the corporations they remain 
non-wealth producing but, being 
thenceforth run for profit, become an 
even bigger drain on the productive 
segments of the nation than they were 
before. 

The way in which we thus get - and 
look set to continue getting - the worst 
of both worlds was recently summed 
up by the veteran anti-EU author 
Rodney Atkinson: 

“Corporatism is, of course, the 
basic building brick of ail fascist 

systems . The unholy alliance 

between business and the state leads 
to mutual back scratching and mutual 
bailouts. The new leadership of the 
Conservative Party in Britain is 
principally corporatist with David 
Cameron seeking to give business 
'social responsibilities’ by which he 
means to offload new 'Government 
services' (for which the state would 
otherwise have to raise taxes) onto 
business and shareholders. The 
resulting destruction of a healthy 
balance of powers between 
independent wealth creators on the 
one hand and democratic public 
service provider on the other is thereby 
fatally undermined. When business 
and government combine there can be 
only one loser- the people. ” 

Atkinson also recognises not just 
the nature of the Beast but also its 



essentially foreign origins. He 
describes it as “a corrupted half-way 
house which is neither socialism nor 
free enterprise capitalism but a 
corporatist, parasitic compromise 
between big business and big 
government,” and points out that “the 
close links between the Blair 
government and big business are in a 
way the defining alliance of his regime, 
mimicking - as he did in most things - 
the political economy of the Franco- 
German axis. ” 

Big business is as efficient as ever 
at creating profit opportunities for itself, 
but in this field it can only do so by 
persuading the government to permit it 
to loot the state and its public assets. 
The fact that this model of economic 
and political management is at the 
heart of the European Union only 
makes it more compelling to Blair & 
Co., dedicated as they are to imposing 
EU ways of running our affairs in every 
area of our national life. 

As a result, when a future 
nationalist government sets about 
bringing home from Brussels the 
sovereignty and the powers that 
successive Conservative and Labour 
governments have given away, there 
will also have to be a huge operation to 
restore democratic control and either 
genuinely private or proper public 
ownership to our essential national 
and local services. 

Any party which doesn’t under¬ 
stand this fact, or which refuses to 
articulate it for fear of the power of the 
vested interests that have Blair and 
Cameron in their pockets, is part of the 
problem ratherthan the solution. 

This is one of the things that marks 
UKIP’s junketing leadership as worse 
than useless, for by diverting patriotic 
resistance against the EU into a policy- 
free, avoid-confrontation-at-all-costs 
dead end, they prove themselves to be 
incapable of understanding, let alone 
getting to grips with, the other great 
issues ofourtime. 

The political elite’s surrender to 
corporate vested interests is one of 
those great issues, for the fact that 
their operations are essentially 
parasitic and non-productive means 
that the whole thing is unsustainable. 
Either Britain must summon the will 
and energy to make a giant bonfire of 
these privatised bureaucracies and 
tax-eaters, or they will bleed our 
economy and productive classes to 
death. 
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BOOK REVIEW: The West's 

last Chance 


» The rise of militant Islam throughout the Western world 
is a matter of great concern for a wide variety of people. 
For decent Europeans it is viewed as a threat to the 
traditions of Europe - a violent uprising aimed at 
exterminating the ideas and culture of our people as they 
have evolved over thousands of years. Yet the rise of 
militant Islam is also causing serious headaches for many 
within the political Establishments of the Western World - 
especially in media and government. Such figures care 
nothing for European tradition and culture and in fact view 
them with utter contempt, although they certainly pay lip 
service to them when it suits them. To them militant Islam is 
a danger because it has the potential to become the single 
biggest threat to the evil aims of the New World Order that 
has been seen in the world for a good few decades. 

Tony Blankley is a thoroughly Establishment character, 
yet his ‘Islam Bashing’ goes far beyond the decidedly 
boring ‘Moderate Muslims vs Nasty Fundamentalists’ 
discussion favoured by the majority of Establishment 
figures who decide to venture into this previously 
forbidden realm. 

Blankley views with alarm the fact that were current 
trends to continue, Europe would be thoroughly taken over 
by Muslims by demographics alone. He is also quite ‘un- 
PC’ in the way in which he describes the violent working- 
class backlash against Muslims in Holland following the 
vicious murder of Theo Van Gogh, which saw a number of 
mosques put to the flame. Rather than condemning this 
behaviour, Blankley appears to view such events as 
reassuring signs that Europe still has some fight left in her. 

Blankley begins his book by describing an imaginative 
and yet all too imaginable ‘worst case scenario’ in which 
large scale protests by Europe-based Muslims against 
certain European works of art set off a chain of events that 
end with the declaration of Sharia Law for all Muslims in 
Europe, and the subsequent isolation of the USA from her 
former European allies/lapdogs (delete as applicable). 
Viewed in the context of the recent mass protests about 
the Danish ‘Mohammed cartoons’ and the revelation that 
40% of UK Muslims admit to wanting to be governed by 
Sharia law, there is clearly more to Blankley’s ‘worst case 
scenario’ than mere fantasy. 

The West's Last Stand is a fine read but for the 
Nationalist reader it falls short of greatness because its 
author clearly has one foot placed far too firmly in the 
Establishment (i.e. Enemy) camp. This prohibits the 
author from delving deeper into the politically incorrect 
mine into which he has merely poked his head. Blankley 
also appears to hold a number of core beliefs that many 
will disagree with. 

He happily refers to the exploits of war-criminals Bush 
and Blair as ‘our war effort’ and believes their invasion and 
occupation of Afghanistan and Iraq to have been justified. 
He has no objections to the monstrous amount of money 
taken from the US taxpayer and used to keep afloat the 
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Tony Blankley 


EDITORIAL PAGE EDITOR. THE WASHINGTON TIMES 

bandit state of Israel. When discussing the issue of the 
huge growth of the number of Muslims in Europe and its 
potentially devastating effects on the Western World, he 
talks of Europe’s governing elites ‘failing to take action’ as 
though it has not been these very same governing elites 
that have brought these people to our countries in the first 
place and have done, and continue to do, everything 
possible to undermine the cultural and ethnic character of 
the nations of Europe. The problems threatening Europe’s 
very existence have been created by design and mass 
regime change in Europe and the USA will be required 
before they can be properly solved. Yet such sentiments 
appear alien to Blankley. 

So why are we selling this book? Blankley answers this 
for us himself when he describes the surge of radical Islam 
in Europe as having the potential to be the ultimate wake- 
up call for Europe, which could help to trigger her rebirth 
and split from the degeneracy and filth associated with the 
second half of the 20 th Century. If Islamic fundamentalists 
were just a bit more patient and behaved more like most 
other non-indigenous residents of Europe, then 
demographics alone would hand them this continent on a 
plate in a matter of decades. 

Yet suicide bombings and the other thoroughly 
conspicuous behaviour being increasingly exhibited by 
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growing numbers of Europe’s Muslims is leading more 
and more of our people to awake from their blissful 
slumber and take a stand against the menace within our 
midst. The fact that militant Islam is also deemed as a 
threat to our mutual enemies in the Western political and 
media establishments means that increasing numbers of 
Establishment commentators are legitimising previously 
taboo opinions on race and immigration, and we must 
ensure that this situation is used to further our cause. 

This is the most important point here. Few serious 
nationalists believe Islam, militant or otherwise, to be our 
main enemy. Yet it would be unforgivable if we were not to 
use the current mood of the British public to our 
advantage. This is not to suggest that we should jump on 
the Establishment bandwagon as such, but rather work to 
ensure that this particular bandwagon is one that is used to 
the benefit of our cause at least as much as it benefits the 
cause of our greater enemies who have set it off rolling 
down the hill. Where this bandwagon will stop, nobody 
knows, but sitting back and watching it roll away from us 
down that hill as we fade into obscurity is not an option. 

With that in mind I am happy to recommend The West’s 
Last Chance. Blankley has written a thoroughly interesting 
and, for a mainstream author, controversial book, which 
will contain much of interest for the reader of Identity. 
Though some of what he proposes to combat the rise of 
militant Islam will be opposed by many of us (such as his 
proposed introduction of identity cards) this book contains 
a great deal of valuable material on the subject and will 
equip the reader with new facts and arguments that can be 
used to further our cause. When a BNP government has 
taken power in this country and our party stalwarts think 
back to our historic period of struggle it may well be the rise 
of militant Islam in Europe that will be regarded as being 
the single biggest factor that put us firmly on the path to 
power. With that in mind, enjoy this book. 


£22.50 (inc p&p). Please make cheques payable 
to Excalibur and send to PO Box 116 Leeds 
LS27 9WW. Tel: 07968 336 426 


AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY: Heavily 
influenced by the Israeli lobby 
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□ John Everett reports on: 

A Multicultural 
Anomaly 

E3 When our grandchildren were removed from our care 
(although in absolutely good health, for which we have 
ample photographic evidence), some glaring examples of 
multicultural anomalies and contradictions became 
apparent. One of these was literally brought home to us 
when we had to endure an Asian supervisor at our home 
on Christmas Eve, being one of the times that we were 
permitted to have the children in our care. As it happened 
this person was more sympathetic than some of the other 
supervisors, but it occurred to me that it could not happen 
in reverse, i.e. a white Christian being present at a Muslim 
religious festival. But there were also other examples. 

The children were required to attend a children’s centre 
in Sheffield at which it appeared that the majority of the 
operatives were Asians, although I never saw any Asian 
children detained there: peculiar to say the least. The 
implications were either that the Moslem community 
never, or extremely rarely, had problems necessitating 
intervention by the social service. But read on. 

The following message appeared on MSN Hotmail, 
http://www.islamonline.com/cgi-bin-news, 16th February 
2006, on the subject of adoption. Does Islam adopt 
orphans and take them into their home? Answer: Islam 
forbids adoption. Allah has forbidden adoption because it 
causes knowledge of people’s lineage to be lost. 

I raised this very question of lost lineage some 
considerable time ago in a letter to my local MP, Richard 
Caborn, as this is the major worry I have regarding my own 
grandchildren whom we are not even permitted to see 
periodically. This could also cast light on an otherwise 
murky situation and could indicate racial discrimination 
taking place. 

The message was driven home further when I was 
required to write to the newly formed Complaints Manager 
(a gentleman with a Muslim name) pleading our case for 
more periodic contact with the children (incidentally 
refused) after their removal for enforced adoption. 
Contemplating this perverse situation, I wondered 
whether such a situation could possibly happen the other 
way round, say in a Muslim country. In fact I could not 
imagine any white European being permitted to operate in 
an official capacity in any of the countries from which the 
foreign immigrants to this country derive. 

Another example of paternalistic reversal surfaced 
when our grandchildren were removed from our care by a 
social worker under the watchful eye of a non-white 
manager. It hardly does anything to reduce racial 
antagonisms. In fact it could be expected to create them 
where they did not previously exist. I say this as someone 
who actively opposed our domination of other races during 
the latter part of the British imperial period. I did not 
envisage the situation being completely turned around, 
with the indigenous inhabitants being thrust into an 
occupied status! 
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Exposing Blair’s ‘Democracy 

53 Tony Holroyd says that it is pitiful that Britain of all nations, and Blair of all people, would invade 
Iraq in order to bring ‘democracy ’ to her people, in that the Blair-Brown government is in reality not 
democratic but Marxist-Communist. We should not be fooled by the external features of democracy. 



0 Britain is a nation that displays all of the external 
features and machinery of democracy. In spite of this, the 
political left very carefully controls actual political debate 
and cultural expression within Britain. The National Union 
of Journalists (NUJ) sets strict guidelines for the reporting 
of politically sensitive events, ensuring that there can be 
no balance of opinion or political impartiality within the 
media. Politicos within the body of the media carefully 
doctor all broadcasts, drama, news-scripts, interviews and 
even advertisements, to ensure that they fulfil and 
promote certain political ideological viewpoints, such as 
multiculturalism and racial ‘diversity’ within Britain. 

Public political debate, when it is actually shown on 
television or in the newspapers, appears to be more 
concerned with indoctrination, rather than open debate 
and discussion. For example, prior to the filming of the 
BBC's Question Time programmes, questions are pre¬ 
considered and pre-approved by the BBC’s political 
governors, and audiences and panelists are carefully 
chosen in order to ensure broad sympathy and 
endorsement of the preordained political message. 

At Westminster, the Labour government has busily 
constructed a wide framework of laws, designed to restrict 
political expression on the grounds that discussion of 
certain topics might ‘incite hatred’ (or, more likely, threaten 
the Labour government’s political authority). 

This level of corruption and autocratic control makes 
free elections almost redundant. Of what use are free 
elections, if the public are never able to make judgements 
on the basis of balanced and impartial information through 
the media? What value does political campaigning 
actually serve, if the government institutes laws forbidding 
discussion of ‘taboo’ political topics and uses the police 
force to bully so-called right-wing opposition parties? The 
truth is that real participatory Democracy, as was practiced 
in Athens 2500 years ago, is the last thing that a Labour 
government would want. 

Communism, in whatever form it may be packaged, is 

Marx & Engels 




based upon conformity, uniformity, oppression and 
unquestioning belief in the rulers of the state and their 
particular world-view. Such a system requires that 
individuals remain politically passive, surrendering all 
authority to the hive. This can be observed in every project 
that the political left have undertaken, whether it be the 
state-owned enterprises and worker state gulags of Soviet 
Russia, or the state-owned bureaucracy of the NHS, the 
CEGB, the modern Trade Unions, or the ill-fated National 
Coal Board. 

MULTICULTURALISM IS COMMUNISM 

The idea of a ‘multicultural society’ is precious to 
Communists for two reasons. Firstly, a multiracial worker 
state was central to Marx’s vision. The idea of ‘one state for 
all races’ is highly attractive to Communists, who see it as 
an idealised society. Secondly, many of the supporters of 
Communism in Britain today are immigrants, who see 
multiculturalism as a tool for asserting their own interests. 

Conformity of opinion, suppression of opposition and 
tight control over popular culture, are central to the 
imposition of any autocratic ideal. Britain still retains many 
of the external features of democracy. In particular, we still 
have supposedly free elections (although during recent 
elections in the north of England, vote-rigging was 
undertaken by New Labour members and supporters). 

We also have a media which, in public at least, is not 
directly controlled by government. This allows the faint¬ 
hearted and na ve to continue believing that they live in a 
democratic state, with freedom of thought and expression. 
But how can any of us really trust our own minds, when the 
very information that we receive about the world around us 
is so carefully and thoroughly censured? 

















Clear examples of government, media and police force 
political manipulation were seen in the treatment of two 
murders last summer. The first was the murder of a young 
black man by a white, axe-wielding maniac, the second 
was the murder of a young white man on a bus, repeatedly 
stabbed by a black man. Both murders were horrific and 
unprovoked. Yet, as Identity readers know, the first murder 
made front page news and was developed into a national 
‘anti-racist’ political campaigning tool. The second murder 
was reported towards the end of news broadcasts and like 
the foul murder of Kriss Donald in Glasgow -was never 
mentioned again. 

Time and time again, we see this double standard 
applied to racially motivated murders within Britain. If the 
victim is black, the crime is used as a political campaigning 
tool and is treated as a nationally serious incident. If the 
victim is white, the crime is quietly forgotten, often not even 
be reported in national media. The fact that racially 
motivated crimes are treated more seriously than others 


can only be explained by the fact that our Government, 
Media and Police force are engaged in Communist-style 
social engineering. 

Strip away the veneer of democracy and it is revealed 
that Britain is now controlled by a Communist government 
and Communist-dominated media institutions, which 
harbour evil intentions towards our own people. Every 
action that the Labour government has taken since 
coming to power has been aimed at manipulating the truth, 
politicising and controlling key public bodies and removing 
the freedom of expression of individuals. Evil took hold in 
Britain and its key institutions because good people failed 
to understand the precariousness of freedom and either 
failed to act in time, or did not wish to rock their own lives by 
speaking out. The dark veil of Communism now shrouds 
Britain and darkens all of our futures. We all live in the 
shadow of our collective failure to recognise this threat 
before it became too late. How bitterly ironic, that it has 
now lead us into war under the banner of ‘democracy’. 


The Road to Hell and the last Taboo 

E3 The seeds of the permissive society were sown by Roy Jenkins in the sixties. In this article Tim 
Heydon says that the resultant decay of family values is the road to hell, with the last taboo, 
euthanasia, about to be broken 


0 One of the most wrong headed and dangerous 
remarks ever made was that by Roy Jenkins, when as 
Home Secretary in the Wilson government he said that: 
The permissive society is the civilised society.’ Wrong 
headed because civilisation is based not on 
permissiveness but on restraint; dangerous because a 
society in which permissiveness is the overriding 
characteristic is one which quickly becomes mired in 
values which are barbaric, not civilised. Traditional 
standards, built up over centuries, were not prison walls; 
they were - until they were breached by the oh-so-clever 
but stupidly arrogant and deeply foolish liberal left - a dam 
which held back a flood of dark forces which have been 
and are destroying our rightto call ourselves civilised. 

We have seen the slide down the slimy slope of good 
intentions in innumerable ways, all of which illustrate the 
process by which well intentioned measures which breach 
the restraining dam of accumulated wisdom lead 
inevitably, by a process of incremental steps, to a situation 
which those who advocated those first measures probably 
often never envisaged. For example, the attack on 
censorship has led to a situation where since the ban on 
D. H. Lawrence’s novel ‘Lady Chatterley’ was fought 
against in a famous court case at the Old Bailey in 1960, 
we have had actual sex taking place on prime time 
television. What was once considered pornographic is 
now the bread and butter of everyday cinema. Glossy 
magazines discuss sexual matters in a way which would 
have horrified a previous generation. The advertising 
industry feeds off sexual images, suggestion and 
innuendo. Our children are taught about sexual positions 
and anal sex by the agents of the state in our schools; and 
so endlessly on. 

All quite harmless and healthy, some people might say, 



but is it? The public desensitisation to sex in this way 
attacks the dignity of people as spiritual beings who are 
something more than mere animals indulging their 
appetites like dogs in the street. Sex as the private, 
intimate expression of love and human worth has become 
the public expression of our debasement. What was 
considered a release of private individuals from 
insufferable state restraint has far-ranging public results 
which affect everyone, results which include the 
decreasing respect shown by the state for its citizens. 

And so it goes across the spectrum of human 
experience: permissiveness about criminal activity, where 
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the criminal is held to be a ‘victim’ of economic and social 
circumstance, rather than being assumed to know right 
from wrong, has helped a collapse in moral standards and 
awareness at every level of society, thus helping to bring 
about an exponential growth in crime which is barely 
contained by ever increasing police measures, both public 
and private. 

These include an alarming growth in intrusive 
surveillance techniques which is making the nightmare 
vision of George Orwell’s 1984 a looming reality. The 
moral collapse has resulted in the disappearance of the 
concept of personal honour and integrity in public life, so 
that guilty cabinet ministers do not disappear to expiate 
their sins in a lifetime of good works as John Profumo did, 
but are brought back again and again to office. 

The relaxation of the divorce laws, the slackening in the 
force of ideas of fidelity and trust, the punishing burden on 
fathers who are divorced by their wives and the state’s 
contemptuous destruction of the rightful privileges of 
marriage are helping to destroy the family, the bedrock of 
our society, causing endless individual misery and social 
dislocation and opening the way to further state control of 
individuals’ lives as the state assumes the males’ role as 
provider for ‘single mums’ and the upbringing of their 
children. Relaxation of the immigration laws and multi- 
culturalism is in the process of destroying the sense of 
identity and social cohesion without which no society 
which relies on implicit trust, cooperation and goodwill 
between individuals can function, undermining the 
common will to sustain collective projects from the state 
itself, through the National Health Service to the most 
local and personal level. Community spirit is declining 
everywhere, and people no longer exhibit the desire 
to look out for their neighbours that they once did. No 
wonder a widespread dream is to live in a 
traditional village, where such a spirit might stil 
survive. 

Abortion was once a crime in most 
circumstances, now it is available on demand. 

The killing of life in the womb has been one 
of the greatest single assaults on the value 
and dignity of human beings and opened 
the way to the undermining of the last 
taboo: euthanasia. 

We do not have euthanasia in this 
country yet, but it is creeping in by 
the back door with the introduction 
of the Assisted Dying for 


the Terminally III Bill 2005. This measure sounds and is 
well-intentioned and has support even among the 
churches. But it is an attack by the state on the inviolability, 
the sanctity of human life, which has been a guiding 
principle of our society since we began to call ourselves 
civilised. And the state, and therefore the rest of us, is to be 
co-opted into private decisions to commit what is actually 
suicide by making doctors face prosecution if they refuse 
to allow patients to die in accordance with living wills, 
instead of trying to save them, in contravention of the 
Hippocratic Oath. Once again traditional morality is to be 
stood on its head and society is to be dragged down in 
surrender to the myth of individual autonomy. 

DUTCH DISASTER 

The experience of the Netherlands is instructive in this 
respect. In the Dutch experience we can clearly see the 
process of incremental steps leading to disaster. 

Euthanasia has been allowed in the Netherlands since 
the 1970’s, subject to certain rules. Doctors had to act 
on the free, explicit and repeated request of the 
patient. So while voluntary 
officially sanctioned, non 
or murder, as it should be 
has. That is the theory, 
far different. Over time 


desensitised to 
British have become 
other liberal 
requirement that 
ill fell by the 
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euthanasia has been 
voluntary euthanasia, 
plainly called, never 
The practice, however, is 
the Dutch became 
euthanasia just as the 
desensitised to a host of 
practices. In 1984, the 
the patient should be terminally 
wayside. In the so-called Alkmar 
old non-dying lady had been 
doctor at her own request. The 
was not convicted of murder, the 
Court ruling that he had a duty to 
his patient’s suffering and that in 
for him to do so it was necessary for 
him to comply with his patient’s request 
for euthanasia. 

This case leads the way to the 
institutionalising of euthanasia. The 
Dutch Medical Association and the 
Dutch National Association of Nurses 
draw up formal guidelines for it. These 
guidelines comprised five conditions which 
were subsequently endorsed by the 
Chairman of the Dutch Health Council in 
1989: 


1) The patient must have requested 
euthanasia 

2) The request must have been well considered 

3) The patient must have expressed a persistent 
desire for death. 

4) His or her suffering must be unacceptable 

5) The physician must consult with another colleague 

When the Chairman of the Dutch Health Council endorsed 
these guidelines in 1989, a further condition was added: 

6) Euthanasia must be a last resort, i.e. other alternatives 
must be considered and found wanting. 
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These guidelines look impressive, but there was no 
way in which they could prevent a patient’s requests being 
made under pressure, and the disturbing fact is that most 
such requests in the Netherlands come not from the 
patients but from their families. 

The condition that requests for euthanasia should be 
well considered has also been lost. In 1990 a survey in the 
Netherlands showed that 13% of patients were killed 
within one day of their request, 35% within one week, and 
17% within two weeks. Further 22% had made only one 
request. 

All this is truly alarming, but even more so is the fact 
that the acceptance of euthanasia on request has led to 
the acceptance of euthanasia without the patient’s 
request, to non-voluntary euthanasia. In 1989 the Dutch 
Supreme Court acquitted a doctor who had performed 
euthanasia on a child born with Down’s syndrome. The 
Remmelink report of 1991 stated, following a survey that 
granted anonymity to respondents, that in 1990, 1,000 
patients received lethal injections although they had not 
requested euthanasia. The van der Val and van der Maas 


Report of 1996 showed similar figures for 1995, when 900 
patients died from lethal injections without having 
requested them. 

In 1994, the Dutch Supreme Court declared that 
psychological suffering was a valid reason for euthanasia. 
It ruled that there were physically healthy individuals 
whose unbearable suffering warranted euthanasia. In the 
Dr. Chabot case, a 50-year-old divorced woman was killed 
by her psychiatrist, Dr Chabot, on the grounds that she 
was seriously depressed following the suicide of one son 
and the death through cancer of another. Dr Chabot was 
eventually convicted, but this was not because he had 
killed someone on grounds other than physical health, but 
because he had not consulted another colleague. 

The state of affairs in the Netherlands came about 
because in the last analysis, when a Doctor is asked to 
euthanise, he will not do so if he does not think it is 
warranted - in short the decision rests with him, not the 
patient. So he feels entitled to exercise his judgement in 
this way when the patient has not asked for euthanasia. 

The euthanasia experience of the Netherlands is an 
object lesson of the way in which once the restraints of 
tradition are done away with by well meaning individuals, 
liberal measures lead to hell by small, incremental steps. 
In this case, liberalism has brought about the very results it 
accuses the Nazis of - human beings are being killed if 
third parties who do not think them fit for life. Liberal 
worship of individual autonomy has resulted in contempt 
forthe individual. 

If we in this country are living in a sleazy moral mire, a 
truly decadent society, once euthanasia gets under way in 
this country things will get even worse. And the more that 
human life and dignity are undermined by liberalism, 
which claims to elevate the individual, the more our 
‘representatives’ will feel entitled to treat us like animals, to 
be herded and goaded by political correctness and 
corralled and watched like a herd of recalcitrant cattle. 

Left liberalism is the road to dictatorship. 







The Truth, The Whole Truth and Nothing But Lies 


The latest release from FSID. It covers the whole of the Free 
Speech Trial, from the very beginning right through to the moment 
where Nick and Mark walked free. Historic and stirring footage! 
This DVD is available from PO Box 3, Burnley, Lancashire for £8 
(inc p&p), please make cheques payable to Freedom Promotions. 
A full list of back issues of FSID is also stocked as well as DVDs of 
branch meetings, please ask for a full catalogue. 
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Shockley on Eugenics and Race 


£9 Roger Pearson, one time 
editor of “Mankind Quarterly”* 
wrote “Shockley on Eugenics 
and Race” in 1992**. This 
synopsis of Pearson’s work on 
the genius who also invented 
the transistor has been 
prepared by Peter Davis. 


The highest aim of science, its 
ultimate goal, is the search for truth. 
Without uncompromising dedication to 
this noblest of ideals, a scientist can 
have no reason for being, no purpose 
for his existence, in effect, no religion. 
It is dogged determination and 
attention to detail that has driven 
thousands of men and women through 
the ages tirelessly to apply the 
Scientific Method in the pursuit of that 
absolute. Civilisation is not advanced 
by the likes of you and me, working at 
our everyday job. No, advancement is 
made by a few great visionary thinkers 
like Pythagoras, Newton, Darwin and 
Einstein. William Shockley was one 
such giant in the Ascent of Man. It was 
his invention of the junction transistor, 
for which he received the Nobel prize 
in 1956, which led to the founding of 
Silicon Valley in California. 

In the later years of his career, this 
exceptional physicist developed great 
expertise in the fields of raceology and 
dysgenics, or “negative evolution”. 
This was an interest that had been 
kindled during military service in India 
during World War II. He was acutely 
aware of the misery that over¬ 
population had caused in India yet no 
one had considered the quality of the 
population. Then in San Francisco in 
1963, a teenager with a very low IQ of 
60-65 had been hired to throw acid in 
the face of the proprietor of a 
delicatessen. It turned out that the 
assailant’s mother also had a very low 
IQ, just 55 and she could remember 
the names of only 9 of her 17 
illegitimate children! Could it be that IQ 
was inherited ? That idea was not new 
but what was not generally known was 
that there was uncomfortable 
evidence that showed that people with 
a low IQ tended to reproduce faster 
than those with a higher IQ. The 
reasons for this are a complex mixture 




of genetic, environmental and social 
factors. However, what makes it 
possible is our modern welfare state 
which offers an open ended and 
unconditional commitment to support 
the mother without even the hint of a 
demand that she should take 
responsibility for her actions. 

With his superb mathematical 
brain, Shockley saw immediately that, 
if IQ were inherited and not 
environmentally determined, then the 
inevitable consequence dictated by 
probability theory was a gradual 
decline in the quality of the human 
population. 

It has been well established that 
the IQ of a child is not simply the 
average of that of its parents but that 
the IQ scores of each successive 
generation tend to regress to the norm. 
The norm or average for typical white 
American society is about 100. So a 
child who has gifted parents, both 
having an IQ of 120 will, on average 
have an IQ not of 120 but of half way 
between 120 and the norm, i.e. 110. 
Extremes of IQ, both very low and very 
high, are rare chance occurrences 
which nature tends to iron out over the 
generations. Therefore, over time, the 
average IQ of the population as a 
whole becomes an important 


consideration. If the average is 
declining, the chances of a genius 
arising is less and the number of gifted 
souls in each successive generation 
will decrease. 

INHERITANCE FACTOR 

Shockley could see all this all too well. 
The key to it all was to know for certain 
the extent to which IQ is inherited or 
genetically determined, its “geneticity” 
There was a huge body of evidence 
that suggested that IQ was about 80% 
genetic and 20% environmental. 
Nevertheless, the “nature-nurture” 
argument persisted, with most socio¬ 
logists, psychologists and politicians 
refusing to even contemplate the idea 
of inherited IQ: to do so would infer that 
the thrust of their whole life’s work 
would have been misdirected and in 
vain. Shockley was a physicist, not a 
psychologist and so was not involved 
in the field work of gathering 
demographic data. However, he re¬ 
examined the existing data with fresh 
eyes and brought to bear his skills as a 
mathematician. 

It may be fair to say that many of the 
researchers in the bio-science fields 
did not fully understand the statistical 
significance of the data they had 
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created. There were apparent 
anomalies and discrepancies between 
the studies of different psychologists 
which fuelled the nature-nurture 
controversy and allowed uncom¬ 
fortable conclusions and their 
consequences to be conveniently 
forgotten. In some cases, Shockley’s 
mathematical genius reconciled these 
apparent anomalies and misinter¬ 
pretations and showed that different 
data sets were actually in accord. The 
inescapable conclusion was that IQ 
was about 80% genetic and only 20% 
cultural or environmental. Much of this 
evidence came from studies of twins. 
Dissenters pointed at apparent 
exceptions such as the identical twins 
Gladys and Helen whose IQ’s differed 
by as much as 24 points. 

However, Shockley showed that if 
he were right and IQ were 80% 
genetic, then such an exception was 
just exactly what probability theory 
predicted. In other cases, in much the 
same way as he had discovered the 
transistor, he made predictions from 
theory and then showed that 
experimental data was an exact fit. 
There could be only one conclusion. 

Despite this overwhelming 
evidence, Shockley did not insist that 
he was right but rather urged 
Government and the Scientific 
Community to instigate a detailed 
programme of research into dysgenic 
trends and to start thinking about some 
way of encouraging low IQ individuals 
not to bring babies into the world who 
would be disadvantaged by an 
exceptionally low IQ. These dysgenic 


trends were a problem for all 
Americans but were most acute for 
blacks. The reason was that at that 
time (1966), the average number of 
children per family was 2.4 for skilled 
white and 3.7 for unskilled white. 
However, for blacks the numbers were 
1.8 for skilled negroes and 5.3 for 
unskilled so that on average, fewer 
intelligent black children, and more 
less intelligent ones were being born. 
Moreover, this reproduction differential 
was in keeping with reports which 
showed blacks performed less 
favourably in IQ tests. Shockley 
argued that this would give rise to an 
underclass of people, genetically 
enslaved by a low IQ who would thus 
never be able to rise from the ghetto. In 
such poverty, a woman’s best chance 
of happiness was to have a baby and 
hence the cycle perpetuated. 

MARXISTS AT WORK 

Shockley’s suggestions and research 
findings were treated with unbridled 
outrage. At that time in America, the 
Civil Rights movement was in its hey 
day and the influence of Marxists on 
University campuses and on the press 
was pervasive. Leaving aside the 
racial aspect, it might be thought 
axiomatic that people in skilled 
professions, whether black or white, 
would on average be of higher 
intelligence than those in less skilled 
professions. However, this concept 
was too much for the entrenched 
dogma of the left. If low social and 
economic status is due to IQ, then it 


implies that those with a high social 
and economic status have a right to be 
there by dint of a superior IQ. This was 
anathema to the Marxists. They clung 
to the belief that people at the bottom 
of society were only there because 
they were exploited by the rich and 
powerful. With true equality of 
opportunity, everyone would be 
equally successful. 

Secondly, there was the racial 
aspect. In his public speaking 
engagements and media interviews, 
Shockley tried to get across his point 
that dysgenics, if real, were a problem 
for all races in society and warranted 
further investigation. However, 
interviewers and critics only wished to 
see the word “race.” 

The evidence he had amassed 
challenged the environmentalist 
theories favoured by the liberal left 
who had secured billions of dollars of 
welfare funding on the back of false 
assumptions. Numerous establish¬ 
ment figures tried to discredit his 
findings by showing that black-white 
differences were all the fault of a 
disadvantaged upbringing. 

Shockley soundly disproved these 
counter arguments one after another 
by reference to the mass of data that 
was then available but had often been 
overlooked or misinterpreted. For 
example, Native American children, 
(who are largely of Asian descent) 
were distinctly disadvantaged 
compared with black children. They 
came from much poorer homes and 
yet scored far better on IQ tests than 
black children. When they failed to 
defeat his meticulous scientific 
arguments, the left-wing establish¬ 
ment began to attack Shockley 
personally, suggesting that he hated 
blacks, was opposed to welfare and 
was in favour of creating a master race 
as the Germans had tried to do during 
World War II! 

Shockley was not opposed to 
welfare funding but argued that society 
must investigate whether there really 
was a dysgenic trend from generation 
to generation in order to make valid 
judgements about public spending. To 
what extent was poverty the result and 
not the environmental cause , of low 
intelligence? He said that politicians 
and scientists needed to think about 
population quality and control or 
eugenics. Could poverty be gradually 
diminished by means of eugenics? To 
set the ball rolling he suggested an 
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outline scheme for voluntary control of 
birth rates in which people would be 
allocated “child credits”, rights to bear 
children which could be used or bought 
and sold. This may not have been very 
practical but was put forward as a 
“thinking exercise.” 

Shockley, a good, honest, straight¬ 
forward scientist, felt that his fellow 
members of the National Academy of 
Sciences could not fail to acknowledge 
the need to investigate further the 
potential time-bomb of dysgenics. He 
was wrong. His attempts at raising 
discussion were blocked by bitter 
hostility orchestrated by a small but 
vociferous group of leftist scholars. 
Spurious arguments were used by 
scientists and government officials to 
block research into these fields, 
particularly the geneticity of IQ. They 
usually took the form of “thought 
blocks” which prevented enquiry with 
hackneyed phrases like “there is no 
way to tell”; “nobody knows”; “any 


inquiry is felt to be dangerous”; “this is 
not a proper subject for enquiry.” 

In response, Shockley presented 
his coup de grace. Developments in 
DNA testing meant that it was possible 
to determine the extent to which the 
genes of an Afro-American were from 
white ancestors. Studies showed that 
the typical black American was 
between 10% and 30% white. It was 
agreed that blacks performed less well 
on IQ tests than whites. Shockley now 
showed that, up to a level of 30%, there 
was an increase of approximately 1 IQ 
point for every 1 % of white genes in the 
test subjects’ DNA. Different races 
exhibit different average intelligence 
and different variance or spread, as 
shown in the graph above. 

SHOCKLEY HAD TO BE SILENCED 

Whether they were 10% or 30% white, 
Afro Americans still perceived 
themselves as black and so did 


society. Hence racial prejudice or 
poverty could not be the cause of the 
black IQ deficit on test scores. There 
could be only one possible explanation 
- genetics. Despite the fact that 
Shockley had proved beyond all 
reasonable doubt that the geneticity of 
IQ was about 80%, the liberal left 
refused to accept the truth. Shockley 
had to be silenced, at any cost. 

The left stepped up their attacks. 
Universities were threatened with 
disruption, riots and a consequent 
huge policing bill if they honoured their 
commitments to allow Shockley to 
speak. The liberal press accused him 
of being a Nazi. Fellow scientists who 
may have supported him were bullied 
into silence for fear of the loss of their 
position and livelihood. His views were 
deliberately misrepresented in the 
press. Even apparently respectable 
publications such as the Washington 
Post and Time Magazine misquoted 
him and distorted generally accepted 
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and established facts to fit the image of 
Shockley that they wished to portray. 

Communists put up “wanted dead 
or alive” posters of him while others 
burnt a Shockley effigy in the street. 
University administrators caved into 
the pressure and denied Shockley a 
platform to speak. At the same time, 
Shockley was attacked by the religious 
right who adhered to what he called 


“the Apple of God's Eye Obsession ”, 
AGEO. Adherents of AGEO held that 
God created all mankind with equal 
dignity and equal potential. This was 
another taboo which prevented 
objective research. 

Until the end of his life in 1989, 
Shockley believed above all things that 
“the truth would set you free.” 

His established status as a Nobel 
laureate gave him the strength and 
financial security to continue his quiet 
exposition of the facts in the face of 
determined, vociferous and illogical 
attacks on his character and on his 
scientific findings. 

So are Shockley’s predictions 
coming true? Certainly there is some 
evidence that IQ scores , though not 
necessarily intelligence itself, are 
increasing and this is known as the 
Flynn effect. Conversely, other 
evidence suggests that dysgenics 
could be a reality. We cannot know 
because the establishment refuses to 
ask the question and when evidence of 
racial differences is found, it refuses to 
tell us. For example, work on the 
Human Genome Project, reported in 
the New York Times of 27 October 
2005, identifies a remarkable number 
of genome differences between the 
races. However the research team 
advises that such information should 
be suppressed: “We urge 
conservatism and constraint in the 
public dissemination and inter¬ 
pretation of such studies, especially if 
non-medical phenotypes are 
explored. ” 

Research taboos still abound. In 
the UK, the BBC carried a report of the 
Health Commission on 7 December 
2005 which showed that black people 
were more than 3 times as likely to be 
admitted to mental health hospitals 
than the rest of the population. The 
obvious question to ask would be 



“could there be a genetic reason?” 
However, it was immediately assumed 
that racism was to blame and that 
other types of treatment were not 
being considered. Health minister 
Rosie Winterton said “racism or 
discrimination in any form have no 
place in modern health or social care”. 
Thought blocking taboos regarding 
race are still rampant. 

RELEVANT TODAY 

This book should be read by anyone 
living under the yoke of political 
correctness. It contains truths that we 
all need to know. The man who proudly 
calls himself black can learn that he 
probably is actually part white. After 
growing up with burning feelings of 
resentment he can learn that perhaps 
black failings are not all the fault of 
white prejudice. Society as a whole 
can consider the merits of current 
welfare programmes from a more 
informed standpoint. Although much of 
the empirical data in the book is based 
on studies which may be up to 60 years 
old, they are still as fresh and as 
relevant today. They have also been 
re-confirmed by research published 
after Shockley’s death. 

However, the most important 
message in this book, the most moving 
story, is not concerned with the details 
of raceology and eugenics. It is the 
story of how one man stood alone 
against the Establishment. Not since 
Galileo dared pronounce that the Earth 
revolved around the sun and not vice- 
versa has one man been persecuted 
so much for speaking the truth. It is a 
salutary tale for anyone who has ever 
failed to get a politically incorrect letter 
published in the local newspaper, any 
British politician arrested in the dead of 
night by the thought police, any 
Canadian free-thinker imprisoned for 
daring to ask “why?” 

This is a lesson more fresh and 
relevant today than it has ever been: 

“The truth shall set you free.” 

*John Bean, editor of Identity, assisted 
Roger Pearson in the early days of 
production of Mankind Quarterly and 
before he emigrated to the United 
States. John Bean would be pleased to 
hear from anyone with news of Roger 
Pearson. 

**The book is available from Excalibur 
for£11.50(incp&p) 
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Freedom of Choice? 



□ Members of Parliament have once again shown their 
utter contempt for the British public by voting for the 
draconian non-smoking bill. 

The consequences of this Act will be to close many 
pubs and clubs which are already struggling to survive. 

In a free society, government has no right to interfere in 
such areas of our daily life. I am a non-smoker, and would 
even point out that I can’t stand the smell of tobacco 
smoke, However I am also a publican and I know that 
ninety per cent of my regular drinkers also happen to 
smoke. 

This is probably the case in most working class areas, 
as for some inexplicable reason smoking and drinking 
seem to go hand in hand. 

Speaking from a commercial point of view, if there 
really was a popular demand for non-smoking pubs then 
surely some wise investor would have opened a pub chain 
to cater for just such a market? 

The only group to have attempted such an experiment 
last year by banning smoking in all its pubs was forced to 
climb down after just two months when their 
establishments were left deserted! 


where any dissent with our governing elite is aired. So for a 
ruling cartel who want to destroy any opposition and to 
stop the public talking amongst themselves, the obvious 
answer would be to close down these meeting places, and 
believe me that is just what this smoking ban will do. 

Some people would argue that if the above theory was 
correct then surely the government would lose revenue. 
This would not be the case as people would merely 
choose to visit one of the numerous off licences (many of 
them Asian-owned). There they would stock up with their 
favourite tipple, twenty fags and go to their armchair in 
front of the TV. Once seated and with no one telling them 
they can't smoke they would watch various anti-British 
propaganda offerings from the Bangladeshi Brainwashing 
Corporation. 

In fact, contrary to the view that revenue would be lost it 
would in fact be increased. The few publicans who try to 
survive and carry on trading will be harassed by council 
officials sneaking around their bars and waiting to issue a 
two thousand five hundred pound fine to any licensee 
unfortunate enough not to notice someone smoking in 
their pub. 


ULTERIOR MOTIVES? 


PERFECT RESULT 


Just like other British institutions the Public House has 
been around for hundreds of years, so what gives these 
privileged dictators of Westminster the right to destroy 
such traditions in one foul swoop? 

The pubs and working men’s clubs of Britain are the 
only places left where people meet socially to discuss 
current events and occurrences. They are the first places 



From the Government’s point of view a perfect result! They 
have effectively closed down public houses by stealth. 
They have suffered no loss of revenue as the goods are 
merely being sold in a different place. They have quelled 
any dissent by effectively stopping people discussing daily 
events of interest and as a bonus they have us all sat in 
front of the most dangerous piece of brainwashing 
technology of our age, the TV. 

This is the stark reality of the smoking ban, another 
British tradition will be lost forever and the public will just 
take it on the nose. If the government were sincere about 
wanting people to give up smoking then why not merely 
ban smoking totally? We all know the answer to that 
question, it is Money. 

One other little point that should be noted is that our 
employees in Westminster, our sleazy little politicians, our 
Stalins-in-waiting, have made one or two exceptions to the 
ban. One of the places excluded from the smoking ban just 
happens to be the bars at the Palace of Westminster. How 
very convenient. 
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John Bean’s Nationalist Notebook 


You WILL Have the EU Constitution 

Last year saw much rejoicing amongst those who 
recognise the threat posed to our sovereignty and 
democratic rights by the European Union when its plans 
for a full European Constitution were rejected by French 
and Dutch voters. This euphoria was misplaced 
because, rest assured, in another two years the 
European Constitution will be in force, unless the BNP 
and UKIP, as the only true opponents in this country, can 
do something about it. And should the squabbles 
amongst UKIP’s leadership lead to a major split it will 
leave just the BNP to try and awaken the people to the 
fact that we just cannot afford to ignore what is 
happening with the EU “because it is boring”. 

Since last year’s rejection by French and Dutch 
voters the EU has been carefully putting through many 
of the policies and institutions that make up the 
proposed Constitution. These include the External 
Borders Agency, the European Public Prosecutor (who 
would have priority over our own politically correct 
judiciary), the Charter of Fundamental Rights, the 
European Defence agency, among others. 

According to Daniel Hannan, a Conservative MEP 
writing in the Daily Telegraph 20 th March 2006, other 
outstanding items will be formalised at a miniature inter¬ 
governmental conference, probably next year. “There 
will be no need to debate them again: all 25 
governments accepted them in principle when they 
signed the constitution 17 months ago. We shall then be 
told that these are detailed and technical changes, far 
too abstruse to be worth pestering the voters with.” 

Some of us who oppose the EU do so not because 
we are “anti-European”, in fact our present fight is 
motivated by the recognition that culturally and racially 
we are of Europe. The natural desire to work closely 
together that followed the appalling bloodbath of two 
major European wars and to prevent their reoccurrence 
made the concept of a European Union readily 
acceptable. However, it soon became apparent that it 
was not the democratic idyll that the people of Europe 
had hoped for after the totalitarianism of the Nazi and 
Communist regimes. In fact it becomes more like a 
sanitised Soviet system with the passing of each month. 

This is best explained by some of the comments 
made last month by a former Soviet dissident, Vladimir 
Bukovsky in a speech he made in Brussels, in which he 
called the EU “a monster” that must be destroyed before 
it develops into a fully-fledged totalitarian state. 

Mr Bukovsky said: “In 1992 I had unprecedented 
access to Politburo and Central Committee secret 
documents which have been classified. These 
documents show very clearly that the whole idea of 
turning the European common market into a federal 
state was agreed between the left-wing parties of 
Europe and Moscow as a joint project which Soviet 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev in 1988-89 called our 
‘common European home’. 

He added: “It is no accident that the European 


Parliament, for example, reminds me of the Supreme 
Soviet. It looks like the Supreme Soviet because it was 
designed like it. Similarly, when you look at the 
European Commission it looks like the Politburo. It does 
so exactly, except for the fact that the Commission now 
has 25 members and the Politburo usually had 13 to 15 
members. Apart from that they are exactly the same: 
unaccountable to anyone, not directly elected by anyone 
at all.” 


Immigration Is Out Of Control 

The Government’s total loss of control of Britain’s 
immigration ‘system’ and asylum seekers in particular 
was revealed in the highly critical Commons report that 
said it would take up to eighteen years to remove all 
failed applicants. The Home Office has lost track of up to 
283,500 failed asylum seekers and only knows where a 
quarter of them are living. Amazingly, not one MP has 
suggested that this quarter, for a start, should be 
rounded up and deported to the country from which they 
last came. 

The lack of action is blamed on the Immigration and 
Nationality Directorate, whose responsibility it is to 
removed failed applicants. Although it now employs 
2,000 staff, the IND only returned 14,250 unsuccessful 
asylum seekers last year, in spite of the headline 
seeking claims by Blair and successive Home 
Secretaries over eighteen months that they would 
“tighten up” on illegal immigration in response to the 
advance made by the BNP. Last year’s figure in fact was 
considerably down on the 17,800 removals made in 
2003-4! Commenting on this lack of action, top asylum 
judge Sir Henry Hodge told MPs that attempts to rid the 
country of bogus immigrants were being undone by 
government failures. The judge was giving evidence to a 
Home Affairs select committee. 

Further evidence of the fact that the Home Office 
now turns a blind eye to the realities of the immigration 
disaster came up in the recent trial of the Chinese 
gangmaster found responsible for the death of 21 
Chinese cocklers. Lord Carlile, QC, (no friend of ours) 
claimed that for years Home Office ministers and 
Immigration Service officials turned a “Nelson eye” to 
the exploitation of Chinese cocklers. They knew they 
were being smuggled in illegally and they knew, too, that 
they were housed in overcrowded, often insanitary 
conditions. Yet because of the difficulties involved in 
repatriating them officials connived in what amounted to 
a “deliberate and sustained” policy of acquiescence. 

Returning to the Commons report on the lack of real 
action in deporting bogus asylum seekers, it was 
revealed that 403 foreign nationals released from prison 
in recent years have not been deported. Nationally, 
10,237 of the 75,290 prisoners currently held in the 
country’s jails are foreign citizens. In London’s 
Wormwood Scrubs jail, more than half of the prisoners 
are foreigners, with Nigeria followed by Somalia making 
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the top contribution. All should be immediately deported 
on completion of their sentences. 


The Assault on Free Speech 

Last month saw Leeds University’s administrators 
buckle under pressure from Marxist students and the 
iniquitous Commission for Racial Equality and 
suspended a leading academic lecturer, Dr Frank Ellis, 
from the University. He has as much chance of being re¬ 
admitted to his post by the time this issue of Identity is 
published as I have of being knighted for long service to 
nationalist politics (with or without a bribe). 

Dr Ellis is an expert in Russian literature in the 
department of modern languages and culture and is well 
liked by most of his students. He is also a former special 
services soldier. However, some numbskulls squeezed 
out of the typical university Marxist sausage machine 
objected to some of the views expressed by Dr Ellis in 
the student newspaper. He told Leeds Student that he 
was a supporter of the late Enoch Powell, and that the 
British National Party was useful as “a canary” to warn 
the Government of views on multiculturalism, which was 
doomed to failure because “it is based on the lie that all 
people, races and cultures are equal and that no one 
race or culture is better than any other”. 

To make matters worse, and bring forth the racist 
witch hunters from the Commission For Racial Equality, 
is that Dr Ellis had earlier also said that he agreed with 
the findings of the authors of The Bell Curve and other 
American scientists that the average IQ of people of 
African origin is lower than that of Europeans which in 
turn is lower than East Asians. 

He was also criticised by some of his Marxist 
numbskulls and CRE mongrelisers for this gem of 
wisdom in an article on the internet in which he states: 

“It is considered politically incorrect to say so, but were 
one to take the ‘white’ and the ‘male’ out of science and 
technology, one would have no science, just witchcraft, 
Third World squalor, misery and mega-incompetence.” 

How many journalists and TV commentators will take 
up this latest assault on freedom of speech? Possibly 
Rod Liddle, but there will be few others. It is interesting 
to note, that in 2000 there was a red students campaign 
to expel Dr Ellis and also BNP student Chris Beverley 
(who now runs Excalibur). This was defeated by Leeds 
Uni’s Free Speech Society, headed by Mark Collett, who 
Chris then signed up to the BNP. 


Betrayal Of The NHS 

Old Labour was justly given the people’s thanks for 
putting our National Health Service into practice after 
their great election victory in 1945. One of its chief 
architects, Aneurin Bevan, must now be turning in his 
grave. Hospitals up and down the United Kingdom are 
now debt-ridden, with many having to close wards and 
sack nurses and junior doctors - most of whom are 
British born. Perhaps the worst affected, and whose 
tragic problems have been dominating the media, is the 
University Hospital of North Staffordshire. It has laid off 




1,000 workers, including 250 nurses, as it tries to tackle 
a £15.5 million deficit. Nationally, it is predicted that job 
losses in the NHS could rise to between 15,000 to 
20,000 this year. Probably all of us have at least one 
member of the extended family who can now tell of the 
sometimes third world treatment they are now getting at 
their local hospital, and particularly older people who 
have spent a lifetime paying in for their health treatment. 

New Labour’s answer to the mounting problems of 
the NHS, which have been getting progressively worse 
for the last twenty years, has been to throw money - our 
money - at it. It now receives over £100 billion a year. 
The Tories have, with some justification, drawn attention 
to the bureaucracy and bad management that has made 
its contribution to the financial crisis facing the NHS. The 
public service union Unison, which most health service 
workers belong to, commissioned an expensive report 
which came up with the conclusion that it was “perverse 
Government targets” and “contradictory” policies that 
were responsible for the problem. 

In this PC age none of the Establishment parties or 
unions will make a statement of the bloody obvious. 
Important as the bad management and bureaucracy 
factor is, the resources of our Health Service just cannot 
cope with the drain imposed by the free-loading of the 
world's health service tourists, and the inundation of 
inner city surgeries and hospitals by asylum seekers, 
guests workers, one-legged Romanian roofers, or who 
else wants to draw upon what was once the envy of the 
world without putting one penny into its upkeep. 

Furthermore, why is it only the BNP which points out 
the hypocrisy of stealing third world nurses and doctors 
to staff our hospitals at cut rate salaries whilst British 
born nurses and junior doctors cannot find employment? 


New Christian Council Defends Traditional Values 

The Christian Council of Britain (CCoB) was set up 
earlier this year to act in defence of traditional Christian 
values, methods of worship and to campaign for the 
right of Christians of all races in Britain to express their 
beliefs and values. It is not denied that some of its 
supporters among a wide variety of Christians of all 
denominations are also BNP members, but contrary to 
the statements of some liberal “official” church 
spokespersons, the CCoB is not a BNP front. We are 
told that its members who are also BNP members are in 
a definite minority, despite what the press may say. 

The CCoB has people of other, but non-liberal 
Marxist, political persuasions, who have recognised that 
Christianity is in crisis. Congregations are falling, church 
buildings falling into disrepair and/or being converted to 
use as mosques, elders are divided on issues of women 
vicars and homosexual ministers, and all denominations 
are facing a powerful rival in the proselytising brand of 
militant Islam. Its opponents in the churches are the 
same people who have been in the forefront of following 
a political agenda of their own in forcing multiculturalism 
into sermons and RE lessons and effectively 
transforming the Church into a vehicle of liberal-left, 
even Marxist, politics. 

The CCoB website is: www.christiancouncil.org.uk 
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» The Threat From Islam Is Real 


Are we crying wolf when we warn of the threat to our people posed by 
Islam? Are we over-reacting? I think not. 

Let us imagine an homogenous Muslim state, once a great power and 
having won two great wars, but in consequence of which having fallen 
upon hard times. At first a trickle of Christian Europeans began to arrive 
seeking work; then they began to form colonial enclaves amidst the 
increasingly resentful native population. To accommodate their growing 
numbers, the Islamic government began to pass a series of laws to 
protect the newcomers and to outlaw any form of political resistance by 
the indigenous people. As a consequence this alien wedge began to 
expand and its political and cultural demands rose exponentially, and 
soon the newcomers demanded that the emblems of the Islamic faith be 
removed, together with anything else that these unassimilable intruders 
were offended by or objected to. 

Need I go on? No. For these events will never come to pass as no 
Islamic state would display such contempt for its own people or manifest 
such a bizarre death wish. Self-hating multiracialism is a white man’s 
disease and it is killing our way of life and the future we and our children 
have a right to enjoy. 

A.Vernon 
Burton Branch BNP 


off David Cameron! 

Keep up the good work! 


R.Wilson 

E-mail 




Your February article on ‘Iran - Stay 
Out of Trouble’ raises many 
interesting and valid points. However, 
I can’t see how keeping out of Iran’s 
business will help prevent them from 
destroying non-lslamic countries, of 
which Britain is one Gust). 

If a country has both the will and 
capability to destroy its enemy, it will 
certainly do so in time. Do we then 
remove the will power by bowing to 
Iran’s demands on us or do we 
preserve our non-lslamic culture and 
physically stop them getting the 
means (nuclear weapons) to 
annihilate us? 

Israel and the USA may be above 
us on the priority list (being more 



With reference to your comment in 
February Identity about the privately 
educated having “gained their 
education through the privilege of 
their parents’ money”, I do not agree 
with you on this point because my 
parents were not well off, but made 
great personal sacrifices to put me 
through private school. We had no 
holidays abroad, no new cars and 
lived in a modest house and wore 
hand-me-down clothes. 

I feel that a fundamental point of 
principle has been overlooked, 
namely that people should have the 
freedom to spend their money as 
they choose. Also, because of my 
parents’ efforts, a place was made 
available in the state system, thereby 
saving public resources. 

I do hope that you will take this 
into consideration, because, contrary 
to the general assumption, not 
everyone privately educated is a well- 


seriously, Iran is bent on bringing 
Shar’iah rule to every country of the 
world. Therefore, I think we cannot 
be spectators for very long and the 
sooner we join battle the less the toll 
will be. 


Ben Smith 
Sheffield 

We acknowledge the logic of Ben’s 
argument, but a pre-emptive strike 
against Iran is not advocated by the 
BNP - Editor 



According to a recent survey on BBC 
Radio 4, Karl Marx is the greatest 
ever philosopher. I couldn’t agree 
less with this verdict, which shows 
how brain-washed people have 
become. 

It also shows how the tired old 
left/liberal ascendancy still adheres to 
its hoary old dogmas, accepting them 
without question in spite of all the 
evidence. The middle-class 
intelligentsia’s love affair with Marx is 
by no means extinct. 

But then again, when was open 
and honest discussion ever a quality 
of the left, when they could believe 
their old cliches? More recent 
evidence, for example, shows the 
magnitude of the destruction caused 
by the Marxist Chairman Mao in 
China. This man was a monster, 
responsible for even more deaths 
than Stalin, never mind Hitler. Yet still 
in parts of China you can see Mao’s 
image publicly displayed. 

Can you imagine the outcry if 
images of Hitler were still on street 
corners in Germany as a “little 
nostalgia” for the past? This shows 
the double standards and hypocrisy 
of the left. In Russia some people 
with short memories still hark back to 
the idea that perhaps “Uncle Joe” 
Stalin was not such a bad chap after 
all! 
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Karl Marx’s atheist philosophy has 
polluted and “processed” the minds 
of millions, including many otherwise 
intelligent people either directly 
through socialist - let alone openly 
communist regimes, or insidiously 
through our education system, as we 
see through the Radio 4 survey. 


John Roberts 
Wakefield 



A recent article in The Times claimed 
that 1% of whites and 5% of non¬ 
whites had experienced racist crimes 
against them. This equates roughly to 
550,000 whites and 50,000 non¬ 
whites who have experienced a racist 
crime. 

But hold on a minute, is that really 
what we want to know? Surely, it 
would be more relevant to know what 
percentages of each population were 
perpetrating racist crimes. Using 
those same figures above it would 
seem (on the simplistic data 
available) that 0.5% of whites and 
11% of non-whites are responsible 
for race crimes. As some of those 
‘coloured’ crimes undoubtedly 
represent inter-ethnic racism, the 
latter figure can only climb higher still. 

So non-whites (Afro and Asian 
combined) are causing 20 times as 
many race crimes as their white 
compatriots per head of population. It 
would be better if the media 
highlighted this figure, instead of the 
one given in the Times article. 


Ralph Ellis 
Cheshire 



Labour has been in power for nine 
years, financed mainly by Unions that 
have silently witnessed the demise of 
entire industries, such is their 
contempt for their members. 

With at least 300,000 jobs being 
off-shored and up to half a million 
work migrants coming to our country 
and lowering the wages to barely 
sustainable levels, it is clear that a 
Nationalist Union is needed that 
serves only the people of this nation 
and opposes discrimination of white 
workers. 


Such a Union could be 
philosophically linked to the BNP and 
after a few years of building up their 
funds would (with members consent) 
fund the only true democratic party of 
the people. Additionally, the Union 
could fight for the rights of civil 
servants, such as police officers, 
against being fired for trying to 
express their democratic right of 
joining the BNP. 

T.Hawke 

Suffolk 

Such a Trade Union has recently 
been formed! It is called ‘Solidarity’. 
For more details please write to: PO 
Box 8127, Leicester LE21 9AN - 
Editor. 



Your mention in the February issue 
that East Anglia is now home to 
80,000 migrants, mainly working in 
the agricultural industries for 
minimum wages, coincided with a 
report in The Guardian that more 
East E Mr opean immigrants now go to 
East An b ^ than to London. These 
figures should be compared with a 
prediction from the Countryside 
Restoration Trust that 55,000 jobs will 
be lost in agriculture over the next 
two years. 

If jobs are being lost from farming 
at that rate, how can it be that 
immigrants are pouring in to take 
these shrinking jobs in farming? The 
answer lies in the malign effect of the 
giant supermarkets which, being 
almost monopoly purchasers, force 
the prices they pay for produce so 
low that only huge scale, minimum 
cost, farms can make any profit. 

So it is that small and medium 
sized family farms, owned and 
operated by the real people of 
England, are ground out of existence. 
Their workers end up on the dole and 
their fields are absorbed into vast 
plantations, owned by international 
corporations, managed by 
businessmen and worked by cheap 
foreign labour. 

This is a good illustration of 
globalisation in practice with the free 
flow of money and labour and no 
loyalty to anything except the bottom 
line. The supermarkets benefit and 


so do the mainstream political parties 
to whom they make donations. Who 
loses? Obviously farmers and their 
employees, but so do we all; for 
when our land is worked by 
foreigners we are dispossessed of 
the very countryside which gave birth 
to the English people (also Scots, 
Welsh and Irish), our culture, 
traditions and identity. 

John Bell 
Slough 




I was totally in agreement with the 
February article ‘Capitalism: Marxist 
Left and Gobal Capitalist Right Push 
Integration’. Its description of how the 
evolution of culture in Britain has 
always been a process within our 
own people is very true. 

Though customs and modes of 
behaviour have changed 
considerably since people in Britain 
and Ireland took up farming around 
6,000 years ago, the genetic make¬ 
up of our people has remained the 
same. As far as people of my 
generation are concerned this is the 
first time that the genes of these Isles 
have ever changed and if you don’t 
want them to, you are faced with a 
problem. 

I want to agree with Identity’s red- 
blooded intent to defend white 
Britain. However, what if someone 
who supports this view also has a 
reverence for Negro jazz musicians 
of the past? One has to be constant 
in applying the ideal of a meritocracy. 
Surely the solos of Charlie Parker, 
Wes Montgomery and Charlie 
Christian are the result of 
multiculturalism and small scale 
integration? 

Can a person listen to jazz music 
and be a nationalist, or is an interest 
in jazz music part of Capitalism’s plot 
to turn Britain’s population into a 
group of “racially mixed proles”, in the 
manner that an interest in ‘gangster 
rap’ is? 

E.Mason 
Oxford 

Why can’t nationalists appreciate 
jazz, particularly trad jazz? It’s a 
world away from ‘gangsta rap’ - 
Editor 
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Satellite Power 


» As part of the BNP’s ‘Peak Oil’ 
programme of assessing what Britain's 
future energy policies should be in the 
face of declining fossil fuels, Lindsay 
Steele, a former nuclear engineer, looks 
at the long-term potential of satellite solar 
cells. 
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□ As the world continues to search 
for clean and sustainable energy 
sources in order to combat global 
warming, it is becoming apparent that 
few energy sources are capable of 
providing power as cheaply and 
conveniently as fossil fuels. In the 
absence of a clean renewable energy 
source, the industrial nations will soon 
be forced to switch overwhelmingly to 
fast-breeder nuclear reactors as a 
means of producing energy. This 
prospect is not an appealing one. 

Nuclear reactors concentrate both 
energy and radioactivity to a very high 
degree and there have been accidents 
in the real world of clumsy, error prone 
people. The worldwide abundance of 
such reactor plants and more 
importantly, the materials and skilled 
nuclear engineers required to 
construct and operate them, will 
inevitably be used to forward nuclear 
weapon programmes in rogue nations. 
Even if sound engineering, integral 
fuel cycles and deep waste disposal 
can be used to solve the safety issues 
and nuclear waste concerns, the 
problem of nuclear proliferation will 
always remain. Such reactors will 
produce large quantities of plutonium; 
from which nuclear weapons can be 
made in large numbers. 

There is simply no way of 
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guaranteeing that such technology will 
be used responsibly. In nations such 
as China, India, Pakistan, North 
Korea, Iran, Brazil, Britain, France, the 
United States and the Former Soviet 
Union, the development of nuclear 
energy has gone hand in hand with a 
nuclear weapons programme. If the 
worldwide development of nuclear 
power continues and that source of 
energy becomes the principle source 
for the entire world, approximately 
70,000 large nuclear reactors will be 
operating by the middle of this century. 
Every nation, whatever its history, 
national or regional problems, or 
political stability, will have a stock of 
these reactors. For many, the idea of 
diverting some small amount of 
nuclear material into a weapons 
programme will be quite attractive. 
Although I was trained as a nuclear 
engineer initially, these arguments 
appear to be sensible to me. 

NUCLEAR FUSION 

Nuclear Fusion, as distinct from 
conventional nuclear reactors, might 
eventually be used to produce a great 
deal of our electric power. After five 
decades of research by industrial 
nations, the achievement of a practical 
and working Fusion reactor is now 


within sight. The ITER nuclear fusion 
plant, currently being constructed by 
an international team of physicists 
from Europe, the US, Japan and 
China, is designed to demonstrate a 
break-even thermonuclear reaction. 
But this energy source is likely to be 
very expensive, at least initially. It 
would also produce high-energy 
neutrons, from which weapons grade 
Plutonium and Uranium 233 could be 
produced. 

Renewable energy, as received at 
ground level, cannot be used to 
provide the energy that is required to 
power an industrial economy. Such 
energy sources vary erratically with 
the weather and this would see entire 
industries close during ‘low-energy’ 
periods and massive over-capacity 
within the system at many other times. 
The economic losses would be 
immense and the cost of such energy 
systems is a great deal higher than the 
cost of conventional fossil fuel or 
nuclear energy sources. 

Solar power, as received at the 
Earth’s surface cannot be used to 
power our industries unless we are 
prepared to pay up to ten times more 
than the present price for our energy. 
These sources would require 
enormous amounts of power storage 
capacity, such as fuel cells and flow- 









batteries and the need to employ this 
storage would increase the price of 
electric power many fold. 

But there is another option for 
producing renewable energy, one that 
simply involves lateral thinking. The 
one thing that all of the power options 
considered so far have in common, is 
that all are bound by the subconscious 
convention of the power plant being on 
the Earth’s surface. Is there any 
reason why this has to be the case? 
Why not simply put solar cells in space 
where the sun always shines and then, 
transmit the generated power to the 
Earth’s surface using radio waves? 

Satellite power is perhaps the 
ultimate in renewable energy sources. 
A large satellite in geo-stationary orbit 
22,000 miles above the Earth’s 
surface, would gather solar energy 
converting it into electricity. This 
electric power is then transmitted to an 
Earth-based receiver station via a tight 
beam of high-frequency radio waves. 
The receiver station is simply a large 
circular grid of cables, several miles in 
diameter. It could be built in a remote 
area (over farmland which could still be 
used for agriculture beneath an 
elevated cable network) or altern¬ 
atively, built out at sea. The radio 
waves would induce an electric field 
within this cable network, producing 
electricity. 

The technical difficulties assoc¬ 
iated with constructing satellite power 
systems are large. However, the 
potential advantages of this system 
are enormous. The satellite can be 
made extremely large, enjoying 
enormous scale economies. In space, 
a structure does not have to withstand 


large external forces such as wind 
loadings and is free from gravitational 
forces. A solar power satellite can 
therefore be made to be extremely thin 
and lightweight. In zero gravity, such a 
satellite would take a very long time to 
wear out. Due to the lack of any gravity, 
such a system is likely to be very 
structurally efficient. A concave solar 
mirror capable of concentrating as 
much energy as is produced by 
burning a million barrels of oil per year, 
would be about the size of a football 
pitch and would weigh no more than a 
family car. A satellite capable of 
producing 10,000 Mw of electric power 
(13% of total UK electricity require¬ 
ments) would weigh no more than 
100,000 tonnes. 

HIGHLY EFFICENT 

In space, high above the Earth, the 
satellite is exposed to the full strength 
of sunlight (1400W/sq metre) at all 
hours of the day. The only interruption 
to supply occurs within occasional 
solar eclipses, which take place at 
entirely predictable intervals. For 
99.8% of the time, the satellite is 
exposed to the full-uninterrupted 
power of the sun. The solar radiation 
density of the satellite is much higher 
than we could expect for any Earth- 
based solar collector. Each square 
metre of satellite surface is exposed to 
an enormous 12,250 Kwhr’s of solar 
energy per year. A similar solar panel 
located in southern England could be 
expected to receive about 1/12 th as 
much energy (and this would be 
received at very intermittent periods, 
requiring power storage). Satellite 


power would provide a fairly flat and 
unvarying power output, with power 
available consistently at close to 100% 
of the time. We therefore do not need 
to provide any back-up power supplies 
or energy storage systems. 

Satellite power could therefore 
provide much of the world’s energy, at 
a price that is competitive with fossil 
fuel power plants. If electricity were 
cheap enough, it would be possible to 
electrolyse water to produce hydrogen 
as a fuel for road vehicles, ships and 
aircraft. Electric power could also be 
used to provide heating. 

However, the technical difficulties 
associated with building satellite 
power systems should not be 
underestimated. To begin with, the 
sheer size and mass of satellite power 
sources allows no possibility of 
building and launching such systems 
from the Earth’s surface. The cost of 
launching 100,000 tonnes of satellite 
power components from the Earth 
would bankrupt the world’s leading 
financial institutions. In order for the 
proposition to be practical, solar power 
satellites must be manufactured in 
space, using materials mined from the 
surface of the moon or the asteroids. 

We would therefore only need to lift 
into space the people, tools and 
equipment required to mine the 
necessary materials and produce the 
satellites. The cost of developing the 
required heavy rocket vehicles, setting 
up the required mining facilities on the 
moon, electromagnetic launchers on 
the lunar surface, space factories in 
high-Earth orbit and developing 
accommodation for a space workforce 
of at least several thousand people, is 
estimated by NASA and the US 
Department of Energy to be about 
£100 billion in modern money. 

The hundred billion pound figure is 
interesting. It is not a sum of money 
that any nation would spend lightly. It is 
about the same amount of money that 
the UK has ‘given’ to the European 
Union in the five-year period between 
1999 and 2004. In short, it is an 
investment that many nations 
(including the UK) could afford if the 
cost were spread over a period of a 
decade or so and if we could be 
reasonably confident that the invest¬ 
ment would yield returns. 

What sort of returns can we 
expect? Energy production is one of 
the largest global industries, 
accounting for approximately 5% of 
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global GDP as of 2002. This is 
equivalent to £1,000 billion per year. 
What is more, many emerging nations, 
China especially, are growing rapidly 
and their demand for electric power is 
likely to increase steadily for decades 
to come. Even a 1% share of the 
present global energy market would 
ensure a return on investment of 5- 
10%. Unlike other renewable energy 
sources, there is no effective limit on 
the total available energy that can be 
extracted from satellite power. It would 
be possible (though never desirable) 
to cover the entire Earth with receiver 
stations. It is reasonable to expect that 
the supply of such satellite power 
systems could be extended for many 
decades to come, in order to meet any 
demand that is placed by the market. 

If the economics of this system 
prove to be as good as many experts 
have predicted, the nation (or collec¬ 
tion of nations) financing the project, 
would quickly find themselves to be the 
world's greatest exporters of energy 
products. For a nation like the UK (with 
a GDP of £1,000 billion), a 20% slice of 
the global £2,000-£4,000 billion 
energy market of 20-30 years time, 
would be a very nice earner indeed. 

SPACE-BASED INDUSTRIES 


The development of satellite power by 
the UK or any other nation (or 
collection of nations), would also give 
that nation a full set of space-based 
industries. In exchange for a £100 
billion investment (spread over 
perhaps 5-10 years), the nation(s) 
would have a fully manned mining 
facility on the surface of the moon and 
an actual factory in space, with a full 
time workforce of several thousand 
people, initially. The facility and 
workforce would grow enormously as 
the Earth-based markets for its chief 
product expanded. Some of the output 
of that factory could obviously be 
utilised to produce other space assets. 
In addition to producing power 
satellites, we could for example, use 
some of the metals and silicates from 
the ore refineries, to produce large 
spacecraft capable of transporting 
thousands of people from low-Earth 
orbit to the moon, to the orbital 
factories and to destinations like Mars. 

Such a spacecraft would be 
impossibly expensive if we attempted 
to launch it from Earth. But 
manufactured in space, from steel, 
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aluminium and other materials 
produced from ores mined from the 
surface of the moon, it should be 
relatively affordable. Such a space¬ 
craft could function much as an ocean 
liner would do on Earth. All that we 
would need to do is park it in a low-orbit 
around the Earth and launch its 
passengers into space using a large 
heavy-lift rocket. 

Such a rocket might carry between 
two and five thousand people into 
space at a cost of perhaps £100,000- 
£200,000 each. This is a lot of money, 
but people expecting to work in high- 
Earth orbit will probably earn at least 
that much in one year. Such a ship 
could be easily propelled using a solar- 
powered linear electric motor. This 
would use electric fields to accelerate 
pellets of slag, rock or some other 
waste material in order to produce 
thrust. Accelerating at just one ten- 
thousandth of one gravity, the 
spacecraft would reach the high-orbit 
industries, close to the orbit of the 
moon within two weeks. More distant 
destinations, such as Mars, could be 
reached within a journey time of 
perhaps one year. 

Initially, the space stations housing 
the high-orbit workforce will be 
somewhat cramped. As the space 
workforce approaches a population of 
perhaps 20-30,000, we can think 


about housing these people in a more 
natural environment. It is easy to 
imagine how this might be done. We 
would take a small portion of the iron or 
aluminium metals, which are produced 
by our power satellite factories and 
build a hollow sphere of metal, 
perhaps 500 yards in diameter. 

This sphere could then be 
pressurised with oxygen to perhaps 
one third of atmospheric pressure. 
Oxygen is produced as a waste 
product as a result of smelting the 
metals from lunar ores. We would then 
rotate the sphere in order to produce 
artificial gravity on its inner surface. 
The internal surface area of the sphere 
would be quite large (almost 200 acres 
for a 500 yard diameter sphere). We 
would aim one of the rotating axes of 
the sphere at the sun and use a set of 
mirrors to reflect sunlight through a 
window at the opposite axis. A sphere 
500 yards in diameter might house IQ- 
15,000 people at comfortable urban 
population densities. Using moon 
rocks and slag from the space 
factories, we could produce soils, 
which would be fertile after the addition 
of water and nitrates. Within the 
spherical habitat, we could build 
ordinary houses out of brick and stone. 
Clustering the houses into small, 
dense villages would allow much of the 
space within the sphere to be devoted 





to parks and woodlands. A river could 
be made to bend around the equator of 
the sphere. In order to protect the 
inhabitants from cosmic radiation and 
small meteorites, a thick layer of slag 
would act as a shield around the 
outside of the metal sphere. A large 
number of smaller (unshielded) 
vessels attached to the outside of the 
sphere could be used to grow the food 
eaten by the inhabitants. Such an 
environment would produce a 
reasonably Earth-like living space for 
people choosing to work in high-orbit 
power satellite facilities. 

Of course, the usable area inside 
the sphere is proportional to the 
square of its diameter. A sphere 3,000 
yards across at the same population 
densities, will have sufficient internal 
surface area to comfortably house up 
to half a million people. It is unlikely 
that this many people would be living in 
space until at least a few decades after 
the beginning of the satellite power 
programme. Such a habitat would 
probably have its own weather 
systems, it own ‘global’ variations in 
climate, ecosystem, topography, etc. It 
would also weigh 20 million tonnes 
without shielding and its cost would be 
measured in many hundreds of billions 
of pounds. Such a project as this will 
almost certainly not be attempted until 
many years after the beginning of the 
program. But smaller habitats, 
perhaps 300-500 yards in diameter 


could be constructed even quite early 
within a satellite power construction 
project. 

Most people will never be able to 
afford holidays in space. The nature of 
the hardware required for launching 
people and materials into space is 
such that it will always be relatively 
expensive to do, even with the most 
exotic future technologies. However, 
using very large, cheaply manu¬ 
factured rocket vehicles (built from 
aluminium alloys in ordinary shipyards 
and launched from the surface of the 
sea) it is conceivable that the cost of 
getting into space might be reduced to 
a hundred thousand pounds per 
person (with sufficient scale 
economies). The key to building such 
rockets economically is to use the 
simplest technologies and materials 
available, such as pressure fed engine 
technology with very few moving parts 
and ordinary steels and aluminium 
alloys for construction. 

In order to gain the benefit of scale- 
economies, we would also make our 
rockets extremely large, up 1,000 ft 
long, lifting perhaps 1,000 tonnes of 
payload and many thousands of 
people into space with a single launch. 
It is not unreasonable to assume that 
perfectly ordinary people, from 
ordinary backgrounds, will be able to 
obtain a bank loan for £100,000, if they 
were prepared to work in space-based 
industries for a period of at least a few 


years. After a few years work, those 
people could either choose to stay in 
the high-orbit industries, they could 
return to Earth (very wealthy) or they 
could travel out to a colony on Mars, 
the asteroids or some other planet 
along with thousands of others using 
an electrically powered space vessel 
like the one described previously. 

The truly extraordinary realisation 
of this scenario is that all of the 
technology required to open the space 
frontier to ordinary people and provide 
infinite cheap energy to the entire 
world, is available today and the 
project could be carried out a cost that 
is affordable to many nations. 

None of the existing three large 
political parties would be prepared to 
offer an opportunity like this to the 
British people. I believe that this is one 
of the most promising and exciting 
projects that a future BNP government 
could undertake. Few other projects 
would open so many new human 
possibilities at such an affordable cost. 
And the sooner the BNP win power, the 
sooner it can all happen. 

References & Further Reading 
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The disgrace of the main parties over their sordid sale of 
‘honours’ to big business backers is another nail in the 
coffin of the rotten Establishment. 

Now they plan to pick taxpayers’ pockets for state 
funding of political parties - ‘respectable’ ones that support 
the multicultural white genocide machine! 

Whether it comes to big business bribes or money stolen 
from ordinary taxpayers, the BNP is shut out. We like it that 
way, because it means we’re in nobody’s pocket. 

So where do we get the money we need to fight elections 
and build the power-winning machine we need to put an end 
to such corruption? From people like you giving so 
generously. 


Yes, I understand that donations from proper supporters are the only proper way to finance 
election campaigns. I enclose... 
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